Wing morphology strongly affects flight performance which may consequently decline during feather moult due to the creation of feather gaps in the wing. Hence, the size and shape of moult-related wing gap may directly affect flight capacity. Here I examined the rare divergent primary moult sequence compared to the more common descendant moult sequence. In the divergent moult, the focus of primary moult is shifted from P 1 (primary feather numbered descendantly) to another primary between P 2 and P 5 , and then primaries are moulted in two concurrent waves, one descendant and the other ascendant. The result of this rare moult sequence is the splitting of the wing gap to two smaller gaps. Using a large moult database including 6,763 individuals of 32 Western Palaearctic passerine species, I found evidence of divergent moult only among 27 individuals of 12 species. I examined the speed of wing-feather moult for each individual that moulted divergently compared to a control group of individuals at the same moult stage which moulted following the common descending sequence. The results indicate that the sequence of primary moult and moult speed are correlated. Individuals which moulted divergently moulted their primaries with higher moult speed than descendant moulters. The applicability of this study is weakened by the dearth of moult data, thus making it difficult to draw conclusions for a large range of species. Ornithologists and bird ringers are therefore encouraged to collect more basic moult data during their field study.
Introduction
The renewal of flight and body feathers is necessary to ensure future survival because old feathers become abraded and worn due to behavioural activities, exposure to sunshine and from other environmental factors [1] . All adult passerines moult their entire plumage at least once per year. All juvenile passerines also moult at least part of their plumage during their first year of life [1] [2] [3] .
Fully grown feathers are dead structures consisting mainly of avian keratin. Keratin is one of the most durable biological materials, with great strength, flexibility and resistance to a1111111111 a1111111111 a1111111111 a1111111111 a1111111111 hydrolytic protein-digesting enzymes and bacteria [1] . However, unlike other keratin structures, such as hair and claws, feathers cannot be renewed continuously from their base and are hence replaced only following the shedding of old feathers. This shedding occurs before new replacement feathers are fully developed, and this time lag between feather shedding and the full growth of the new feather creates a feather gap. Because several adjacent feathers may be shed during a short time interval, feather gaps of various widths and lengths are created during the moult process [1, 2, 4] . The size of the feather gap is determined by the number of feathers that have been shed simultaneously or within a short time interval and by the feather growth rate, with the former factor being more important than the latter [5] . Moult-related feather gaps may substantially hamper flight performance and increase flight metabolism over a long period [6] [7] [8] [9] [10] . The aerodynamic cost of wing area reduction due to feather moult shapes the evolution of annual routine processes by dictating a slower moult speed, characterized mainly by low number of feathers that are shed simultaneously (resulting in small wing gaps) for species that regularly fly long distances and consequently, these species may be affected more substantially by large wing gaps compared with short distance flyers [11] .
In addition to the moult speed, the sequence of feather moulting may also affect the size and shape of moult-related feather gaps, which in turn may also affect flight metabolism and performance during the moult period. Among Western Palaearctic passerines, the moult sequence of the primaries is generally strictly descendant starting with renewal of innermost primary (P 1 ), and moving outwards [1, 2] . There are only a few deviations from this moult strategy. For example, Spotted Flycatchers, Muscicapa striata, moult primaries in ascending sequence starting with renewal of outermost primary (P 9 ) [12] [13] [14] . In addition, there are some long-distance migrants which moult some of their primaries twice a year; in this strategy the twice moulted primaries may moult in an ascending, eccentric or descending sequence [1] . Among non-passerine species, other sequences are also used for primary moult, for example, descending moult from more than one centre (e.g., Northern Gannet, Morus bassanus, and Common Kingfisher, Alcedo atthis), simultaneous moult of all primaries (e.g., Little Grebe, Tachybaptus ruficollis, and Mute Swan, Cygnus olor) and divergent sequence moult-descendant and ascendant moult from one centre (e.g., Peregrine Falcon, Falco peregrinus, and Common Murre, Uria aalge) [2, 15, 16] .
Some passerines, which normally utilize the regular descendant sequence, may occasionally moult their primaries divergently starting with P 2-5 instead of P 1 [1, 17] . A variable amount of Savi's Warbler, Locustella luscinioides (< 50.0%), and Brown Shrike, Lanius cristatus (9.5%), regularly show a divergent sequence, while the majority exhibit the normal descendant sequence [18] [19] [20] [21] . The factors underlying motivation and adaptation of each primary moult sequence, descendant, ascendant or divergent, are usually overlooked. Here, using a large moult database, I examined the rare occurrence of the divergent primary moult sequence among passerines. I hypothesized that in cases of divergent sequence moult, the aerodynamic cost of wing moult is lower as a result of splitting the moult-related feather gap (two small gaps instead of one larger gap). For this reason, I predicted that the divergent sequence is correlated with higher wing-feather moult speed than the commonly used descendant sequence. The splitting of the moult-related feather gap allows birds to moult their primaries at a high speed with a reduction in the aerodynamic costs associated with moult. I used the primary score (PS) method to describe the moult stage of each primary feather (P 1-9 ; numbered descendantly, from inside to outside, towards the wing-tip) on a scale of 0 to 5 [2] as follows: 0-a remaining old feather, 1-a missing old feather or a new feather that is found completely within its pin, 2-a new feather just emerging from its sheath up to the length of a one third of a fully grown feather, 3-a new feather with a length between one and two thirds of a fully grown feather, 4-a new feather that is more than two thirds the length of a fully grown feather and with remains of waxy sheath at its base, and 5-a new, fully developed feather with no traces of remaining waxy sheath at its base. By this method, each individual could be characterized as moulting using either the regular descendant sequence or the divergent sequence.
Moult speed quantification
To estimate the moult speed of each individual, I estimated the size of moult-related wing gap based on the residual raggedness value (RRV) method [22] , a method which based on the commonly used RRV method [11, 23] . This method estimates the relative gap size in the primary feathers that is created by moult and is also strongly and negatively correlated with moult speed and duration [24] . This value is the inverse of the PS for each of the wing's nine primary feathers (P 1-9 ), such that when PS = 1, gap size = 4, and when PS = 2, gap size = 3, etc., but for PS = 0 and PS = 5, gap size = 0 because during these two moult stages there is no gap as the old and new feathers are fully grown. The total value for each individual is calculated by summing the values from each of the primary feathers. This estimate is independent of bird size and morphology, controls for the stage of wing feather moult and allows for reliable cross-species comparison [22] .
Statistical analysis
The moult speed (moult-related wing gap) of each individual that moulted primaries divergently was compared with Confidence Interval (CI; 95%) for moult speed mean of a control group that utilized the more common sequence of descendant moult. In order to include only individuals at the same moult stage, each control group included only individuals with same sum of PSs ± 5. For example, an individual undertaking divergent moult with PSs of 2-4-5-5-3-1-0-0-0 (P 1 to P 9 ; sum PSs = 20) was compared to a control group that included individuals of the same species and age undertaking a descendant primary moult with sum PSs of 15-25. The minimum number of individuals per control group was five. Analyses were performed using SPSS (version 22).
Results
The moult database included a total of 6,763 individuals from 32 Western Palaearctic passerine species: 2,218 individuals from 32 species were sampled during the post-breeding moult (adults) and 4,545 individuals from 25 species were sampled during the post-juvenile moult (Table 1) . These moult data indicate that only 27 individuals moulted their primaries divergently (< 0.4%). These individuals included three adults of three species (on average, 0.18% per species) and 24 juveniles of nine species (on average, 1.96% per species) ( Table 2) .
From the moult database, control groups (> 5 descendant moult individuals) could only be constructed for 23 of the 27 individuals that moulted divergently. Twenty-one of the divergent sequence moulters included in analysis (n = 23) moulted their primaries at a higher speed than the more common descendant sequence moulters (on average 33.0% higher than descendant sequence moulters; Table 2 and Fig 1) . 
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Discussion
The present study investigated the rarely utilized divergent primary moult sequence among Western Palaearctic passerines. With this strategy, the focus of primary moult shifted from P 1 (descendant moult) to another primary (P 2-5 ) and remaining primaries were moulted in both descending and ascending sequences (for example see Fig 2) . This may reduce the effect of moult on flight by splitting the moult-related wing gap. During the descendant moult sequence (regular sequence), there is one larger wing gap during the first part of moult, which remains until the ascending secondaries moult, usually beginning during growth of the P 5 [1] . After the onset of the secondaries' ascendant moult, there is a splitting of the wing gap into two smaller gaps. In the case of divergent primary moult, the splitting of the wing gap into two smaller gaps occurs earlier, shortly after the start of the moult of primaries. Study of the impact on flight of different moult sequences, descending or divergent, is a logical next step for future research.
The results indicate that the moult-related wing gap of most individuals which moulted divergently is larger than of individuals that moulted following a descending sequence (21 out of 23 individuals; Table 2 and Fig 1) . The divergent moult tended to be slightly less rare among juveniles (1.96%) than among adults (0.18%) ( Table 1 ). This result may be indicative of a greater benefit of moulting divergently for juveniles than adults. A previous study showed that adults moult their primaries with higher speed than juveniles (larger moult-related wing gap). These results may emphasizes the higher environmental constraints on juveniles than on adults during primary moult [23] , likely due to the lower foraging success [25] and higher predation risk of juveniles. If the divergent moult allows for higher moult speed, but with lower aerodynamic or energetic costs, this could be more adaptive for juveniles than for adults. But, it is still not clear if there is a cost associated with this strategy and why it is so rare among passerines.
The costs of moult itself may limit moult speed as this process has a direct energy cost simply due to the production of new feathers [26] ; the size of the feather follicle constrains the speed at which feathers can be generated [5] . In addition, there are indirect costs associated with elevated energy expenditure during flight due to reduced wing area and the heightened risk of being preyed upon because of lowered flight performance [6] . However, the magnitude of each factor's impact on moult speed is still unclear. Perhaps, the individuals that moulted their primaries divergently represent a case in which there is an abundance of resources, thus providing the energy required to moult more feathers simultaneously. Moulting more feathers simultaneously in descendant sequence, though, is impossible because it is likely associated with high flight costs due to reduced wing area [8, 9] , and hence the splitting of the moultrelated wing gap to two smaller gaps by divergent moult may be a suitable solution (as found in some species with numerous secondaries [2, 16] ). On the other hand, the fact that divergent moult is such a rare moult sequence among Western Palaearctic passerines may indicate that, in general, the main limitation on moult speed stems from the direct energy costs needed for the production of new feathers [26] . Thus, the results could indicate a correlation between flight performance and moult speed [11] likely stemming from the different habitat preferences between species and from the indirect costs of increased predation pressures as a result of reduced wing area and thus, flight ability [8, 27, 28] .
Feathers are the unifying characteristic of all birds, yet our understanding of moult strategies and plumage lags behind that of other major life history phenomena. This study broadens our understanding of feather moult by focusing on a rare moult sequence strategy in passerines. Application of findings of this study across species is challenged mainly by availability of moult data. For many species, comprehensive information about feather moult is lacking. Documentation of basic moult data such as timing, location, sequence, intensity, completeness, and degree of individual variation for many species is still missing. Newton [3] and Bridge [29] have already been plagued by these gaps in the moult data. I join these researchers in encouraging ornithologists and bird ringers to collect more basic moult data during their field study.
